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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In this reply, Claims 1, 7, 14, 20, 26, 32, and 49 are amended. Claims 2 and 8 are 
canceled. Therefore, Claims 1, 3-5, 7, 9-11, 14-50 are pending in the application. The 
amendments to the claims as indicated herein do not add any new matter to this application. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS— 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-5, 7-11, 14-29, and 31-50 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0065762 Al ("Stolorz"). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Among other features, Claim 26 as amended recites, "validating each extracted 
configuration parameter against the configuration policy; wherein the configuration policy is 
expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions." Stolorz does not disclose validating a 
configuration parameter against a configuration policy. Stolorz also does not disclose that such a 
configuration policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions. 

Stolorz discloses, in paragraph [0056], that a managed server may update its load share or 
load shed fraction according to its changed capacity or its current load. Stolorz also discloses, in 
this paragraph, that a managed server may revise its load share or load shed by updating the 
corresponding load share or load shed information in a designated file stored on the server. 
Stolorz further discloses, in paragraph [0047], that a name server 118 may determine an IP 
address to be returned to a resolver 116 based on various policies that are stored in a policy 
database 124. However, Stolorz does not appear to disclose, teach, or suggest that the load share 
or load shed information is ever validated against any configuration policy that is stored in policy 
database 124. In Stolorz' approach, the load share and load shed information does not appear to 
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be validated at any time against any policy. Indeed, Stolorz does not even contain any of the 
words "validating," "validated," or "validate." Therefore, Stolorz does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest "validating each extracted configuration parameter against the configuration policy" as 
recited in Claim 26. 

Additionally, Stolorz does not disclose that a configuration policy is expressed in a set of 
Document Type Definitions. Indeed, the phrase "document type" does not even occur in Stolorz. 
The word "definition" also does not occur in Stolorz. Those of ordinary skill in the art know 
what a "Document Type Definition" is. Stolorz does not disclose a "Document Type Definition" 
as that term is understood by those of ordinary skill in the art. As is defined at 
"http://www.w3schools.com/dtd/dtd_intro.asp," a Document Type Definition "defines the legal 
building blocks of an XML document. . . . [and] defines the document structure with a list of 
legal elements and attributes." Although Stolorz indicates that aspects of its invention relate to 
"global traffic control," this is no way implies that Stolorz' approach involves any Document 
Type Definition of any kind. Therefore, Stolorz does not disclose "wherein the configuration 
policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions" as recited in Claim 26. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 26, and the claims that depend from Claim 26, are 
patentable over Stolorz under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 1 as amended recites a server that is configured to "validate 
identified configuration changes against the configuration policy to determine whether the 
configuration changes conform to the configuration policy; wherein the configuration policy 
configuration policy defines, for each configuration parameter of the configuration of each of the 
plurality of components, a value range for which the configuration parameter will be successfully 
validated by the server; wherein, to validate a particular identified configuration change of the 
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identified configuration changes against the configuration policy, the server determines whether 
results of the particular identified configuration change occur within the value range." Stolorz 
does not disclose these features of Claim 1. 

Although Stolorz discloses, in paragraph [0070], that geo-political policies may govern 
the selection of a server according to where a client is located, and that these policies may be 
based on time zone, the selection of a server has nothing to do with the validation of 
configuration changes against a policy. Thus, even if Stolorz discloses a policy by which servers 
are selected based on the time zone in which a client is located, Stolorz still does not disclose 
that any changes to such servers' configurations are validated against such a policy. Stolorz 
does not disclose that a server determines whether the results of a configuration change occur 
within a value range defined in a configuration policy. Selecting a server is not the same as 
validating configuration changes. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 1, and the claims that depend from Claim 1, are 
patentable over Stolorz under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 7 as amended recites "validating, at the server, identified 
configuration changes against the configuration policy to determine whether the identified 
configuration changes conform to the configuration policy; wherein the configuration policy 
defines, for each configuration parameter of the configuration of each of the plurality of 
components, a value range for which the configuration parameter will be successfully validated 
by the server; wherein validating a particular identified configuration change of the identified 
configuration changes against the configuration policy comprises determining whether results of 
the particular identified configuration change occur within the value range." Stolorz does not 
disclose these features of Claim 7. 
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Although Stolorz discloses, in paragraph [0070], that geo-political policies may govern 
the selection of a server according to where a client is located, and that these policies may be 
based on time zone, the selection of a server has nothing to do with the validation of 
configuration changes against a policy. Thus, even if Stolorz discloses a policy by which servers 
are selected based on the time zone in which a client is located, Stolorz still does not disclose 
that any changes to such servers' configurations are validated against such a policy. Stolorz 
does not disclose that a server determines whether the results of a configuration change occur 
within a value range defined in a configuration policy. Selecting a server is not the same as 
validating configuration changes. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 7, and the claims that depend from Claim 7, are 
patentable over Stolorz under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 14 as amended recites, "a validator for validating each 
extracted configuration parameter against the configuration policy; wherein the configuration 
policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions." Stolorz does not disclose a validator 
for validating a configuration parameter against a configuration policy. Stolorz also does not 
disclose that such a configuration policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions. 

Stolorz discloses, in paragraph [0056], that a managed server may update its load share or 
load shed fraction according to its changed capacity or its current load. Stolorz also discloses, in 
this paragraph, that a managed server may revise its load share or load shed by updating the 
corresponding load share or load shed information in a designated file stored on the server. 
Stolorz further discloses, in paragraph [0047], that a name server 118 may determine an IP 
address to be returned to a resolver 116 based on various policies that are stored in a policy 
database 124. However, Stolorz does not appear to disclose, teach, or suggest that the load share 
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or load shed information is ever validated against any configuration policy that is stored in policy 
database 124. In Stolorz' approach, the load share and load shed information does not appear to 
be validated at any time against any policy. Indeed, Stolorz does not even contain any of the 
words "validating," "validated," "validator," or "validate." 

Stolorz also discloses, in paragraph [0132], that a subscriber or a server can specify a 
change to an existing policy. However, Stolorz does not disclose that such a change, once 
specified, is ever validated against any configuration policy (e.g., to determine whether the 
change is permissible). 

Therefore, Stolorz does not disclose, teach, or suggest "a validator for validating each 
extracted configuration parameter against the configuration policy" as recited in Claim 14. 

Additionally, Stolorz does not disclose that a configuration policy is expressed in a set of 
Document Type Definitions. Indeed, the phrase "document type" does not even occur in Stolorz. 
The word "definition" also does not occur in Stolorz. Those of ordinary skill in the art know 
what a "Document Type Definition" is. Stolorz does not disclose a "Document Type Definition" 
as that term is understood by those of ordinary skill in the art. As is defined at 
"http://www.w3schools.com/dtd/dtd_intro.asp," a Document Type Definition "defines the legal 
building blocks of an XML document. . . . [and] defines the document structure with a list of 
legal elements and attributes." Although Stolorz indicates that aspects of its invention relate to 
"global traffic control," this is no way implies that Stolorz' approach involves any Document 
Type Definition of any kind. Therefore, Stolorz does not disclose "wherein the configuration 
policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions" as recited in Claim 14. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 14, and the claims that depend from Claim 14, are 
patentable over Stolorz under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 
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For at least the above reasons, Claim 49 is also patentable over Stolorz under 35 U.S.C. § 

102(e). 

CONCLUSION 



For the reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that all of the pending claims 
are now in condition for allowance. Therefore, the issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance is 
believed next in order, and that action is most earnestly solicited. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is 
believed that such contact would further the examination of the present application. 

Please charge any shortages or credit any overages to Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Hickman Palermo Truong & Becker LLP 



Dated: December 26, 2007 



ChristianANicholes#50,266 
Christian A. Nicholes 



Reg. No.: 50,266 



2055 Gateway Place, Suite 550 
San Jose, California 95110-1089 



Telephone No.: (408) 414-1080 
Facsimile No.: (408) 414-1076 
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